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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 1, 3. 6, 10, 12, 15, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Hobson et a! (U.S. Pat. 6,199.979). 
Hobson et at discloses: 

regarding claim 1, method for filling an ink into an ink cartridge 
comprising: treating a filter with a surfactant to increase the hydrophilicity of the filter, 
wherein the filter has pores (Column 8, Lines 1-10) 

installing the treated filter in an ink cartridge ; filling an ink into the ink 
cartridge to pass through the treated filter (Column 3, Lines 14 - 24) 

regarding claim 3 and claim 12, wherein the filter is a fiber filter, nylon 
filter, foamed filter or metal filter (Column 9, Lines 1-15) 

regarding claim 6 and claim 15„ wherein the surfactant is used singly 
(Column 8, Lines 1-10) 

regarding claim 10, method for filling an ink into an ink cartridge 
comprising: installing a filter in an ink cartridge, wherein the filter has pores (Column 3, 
Lines 14-24) 
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treating the filter with a surfactant to increase the hydrophilicity of the filter 
(Column 8. Lines 1-10) 

filling an ink into the ink cartridge to pass through the treated filter (Column 
3, Lines 14 -24) 



Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hirosawa et 
al (U.S. Pat. 6.120,140). 

Hirosawa et al discloses: 

regarding claim 19, method for filling an ink Into an ink cartridge 
comprising: providing an ink cartridge having an ink passage, wherein the ink passage 
has a wall (Column 1 1 , Lines 28 - 45) 

treating the wall of the ink passage with a surfactant to increase the 
hydrophilicity of the wall of the ink passage (Column 1 1 , Lines 28 - 45) 

filling an ink into the ink cartridge to pass through the treated ink passage 
(Column 8, Lines 1 - 7) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 2, 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hobson et al (U.S. Pat. 6,199,979) in view of Kitahara (U.S. Pat. 6,190,009). 

Hobson et al discloses all of the claimed limitations except for the 
following: 

regarding claim 2 and claim 11, wherein when the ink is filled into the ink 
cartridge, the pore of the filter and the ink surface are at an angle less than 90 degrees 
Kitahara discloses: 

regarding claim 2 and claim 11, wherein when the ink is filled into the ink 
cartridge, the pore of the filter and the ink surface are at an angle less than 90 degrees 
(Column 2, Lines 66 - 67; Column 3, Lines 1-10) 

At the time the invention was made it, would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the teaching of ink is filled into the ink cartridge, 
the pore of the filter and the ink surface are at an angle less than 90 degrees as taught 
by Kitahara into the device of Hobson et al. The motivation for doing so would have 
been to easily allow air bubbles to pass through the filter member and proceed 
downstream. 

Claims 4, 5, 13, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hobson et al (U.S. Pat. 6,199,979) in view of Engel et al (U.S. Pat. 6,926,957). 

Hobson et al discloses all of the claimed limitations except for the 
following: 

regarding claims 4, 13, wherein the surfactant has an HLB value of 3 to 18 
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regarding claims 5, 14, wherein the surfactant has an HLB value of 6 to 15 
Engel et al discloses the following: 

regarding claims 4, 13, wherein the surfactant has an HLB value of 3 to 18 
(Column 7, Lines 19-23) 

regarding claims 5, 14, wherein the surfactant has an HLB value of 6 to 15 

(Column 7, Lines 19-23) 
At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the teaching of surfactant has an HLB value of 3 to 
18 ; surfactant has an HLB value of 6 to 15 as taught by Engel et al into the device of 
Hobson et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to improve the coatability of 
the film. 

Claims 7, 8, 16, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hobson et al (U.S. Pat. 6,199,979) in view of Hayashi et al (U.S. Pub 
2001/0035897). 

Hobson et al discloses all of the claimed limitations except for the 
following: 

regarding claim 7 and claim 16, wherein the surfactant is dissolved in a 
solvent when used 

regarding claim 8 and claim 17, wherein the solvent is water or a 
hydrophilic solvent 
Hayashi et al discloses the following: 
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regarding claim 7 and claim 16, wherein the surfactant is dissolved in a 
solvent when used (Paragraph 0290) 

regarding claim 8 and claim 17, wherein the solvent is water or a 

hydrophilic solvent (Paragraph 0290) 
At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the teaching of surfactant is dissolved in a solvent 
when used; the solvent is water or a hydrophilic solvent as taught by Hayashi et al into 
the device of Hobson et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to effect the 
movement of ink smoothly within a liquid flow path. 

Claims 9 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hobson et al (U.S. Pat. 6,199.979) as modified by Hayashi et al (U.S. Pub 
2001/0035897) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Reem et al (U.S. Pub. 
2004/0094065) 

Hobson et al as modified by Hayashi et al discloses all of the claimed 
limitations except for the following: 

regarding claim 9 and claim 18, wherein the surfactant is present in an 

amount of 0.0001 to 10 weight % 
Reem et al discloses the following: 

regarding claim 9 and claim 18, wherein the surfactant is present in an 

amount of 0.0001 to 10 weight % (Paragraph 0053) 
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At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the teaching of the surfactant is present in an 
amount of 0.0001 to 10 weight % as taught by Reem et al into the device of Hobson et 
a! as modified by Hayashi et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to reduce 
the gloss value of the printed image. 

Claims 20, 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hirosawa et al (U.S. Pat. 6,120,140) in view of Engel et al (U.S. Pat. 6,926,957). 

Hirosawa et al discloses all of the claimed limitations except for the 
following: 

regarding claims 20, wherein the surfactant has an HLB value of 3 to 18 
regarding claims 21, wherein the surfactant has an HLB value of 6 to 15 
Engel et al discloses the following: 

regarding claims 20, wherein the surfactant has an HLB value of 3 to 18 
(Column 7, Lines 19-23) 

regarding claims 21, wherein the surfactant has an HLB value of 6 to 15 

(Column 7, Lines 19-23) 
At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the teaching of surfactant has an HLB value of 3 to 
18 ; surfactant has an HLB value of 6 to 15 as taught by Engel et al into the device of 
Hirosawa et al. The motivation for doing so would have been to improve the coatability 
of the film. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason Uhlenhake whose telephone number is (571) 
272-5916. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Meier can be reached on (571) 272-2149. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



JSU 

February 7, 2Cra6 




